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QUERIES Relating to the Garb- 
ling BILL 
\ 


Query I. F the Bill brought in be not much different from the Reſolutions 
of the Honourable Houſe of Commons, the ſaid Reſolution be- 
ing only, that a Bill ſhould be brought in to Regulate the Garb- 

ling of ſuch Goods as were for Exportation ; and this Bill leaves 
out many of the Goods enumerated in that Act, and Alters and Leſſens the 

Prices of thoſe that remain therein ? * 

II. Whether as this Bill is now framed, inſtead of Regulating Abuſes as 
pretended, it doth not lay a Foundation to encourage many more, and great- 
er Abuſes, which the former Law effectually prevented, by laying a Penalty 
and Forfeiturs of the Goods upon the Importer, that were ſold or uſed con- 
trary to the direction of that Act; which Forfeitures and Penalties by this 
Bill are wholly left out? 

III. Are not the Alterations cow made in the Statute 1 Jacobi, the ſame in 

Effect, as it that wholſome Law were wholly repealed, and all.the Goods by 

this Bill that are Liable to be Garbled, being to be conſumed in London, and 

not otherwiſe, -altho? by the former Acts and Cuſtoms it was All Goods fold 
in London, whether Conſumed there or in other parts of this Kingdom? 

IV. Is the Hire of Labouring Servants, and others imployed to do the Garb- 
ling Work, become cheaper now than it was Two hundred Years ago, when 
thoſe Rates were firſt eſtabliſhed and ſo continued to this Day, and what rea- 
{on can be given for Leſſening the Ancient Fees and Duties ( [wrmerick always 
paid 16 4. per Cent. Weight for Garbling the ſame, but now is made 6 d. 
only, and Ginger always 12 4. is now made 6 d. and Long Pepper always 16 d. 
now 64d. Bay Berries 8 d. now 4d. &c.) If no Reaſon ; Why are the Prices 
Leſſened? And why are many of the Spices and Drugs exprelly named in the 
Act of Parliament, which require Garbling, and are daily uſed in Meats, 
Drinks and Phyſicks more than any left out of this Bill, which have always 
been Garbled time out of mind, and other leſs uſeful put in? 

V. Is it not manifeſt that thole Alterations are contrived on purpoſe to 
diſcourage the Publick Officer from the due Executiòn of his Duty, and diſ- 
able him to pay his Rent of 300 J per Ann. to the City, and 767. Taxes to 
the KING, ard keep ſuch Number of fit Servants to pertorm that Work 
as now is, and hitherto he hath done? 

VI. Whois it that purſues this Bill, and promotes thoſe Rates to be ſet, 
and Excludes thoſe other Spices and Drugs, &c. from Garbling; and leſſens 
the Ancient Duties conſtantly paid to the City? Are they not ſuch onl 
who deal in thole Commodities, and therefore endeavour to Excuſe the Du- 
ty for their own Private Intereſt ? 

VII. Are not the purſuers of this Bill Freemen of the City, and on their 
Admiſhon do not they undertake to preſerve the Rights and Cuſtoms of the 
City ; and if it were not for their own Private Ends, would they Act con- 
trary to their Duties in this caſe againſt the Autient Rights of the City, by 
promoting this Bill by which they will be at liberty to practiſe what they 
pleaſe, without any Reſtraint or Penalty from the Law, and the Publick 
loſe many Advantages that ariſe from the due Execution of this Office, which 
the City and Kingdom have enjoyed for theſe 400 Years paſt to this time, 


and the preſent Officer deprived of his Freehold Eſtate, which he Purchaſed 
under an Act of Parliament, 
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